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Detailed Action 

1. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/21/2006 has been entered. 

Claims 4, 7, 9, 11, 13-14, 17 and 19 have been amended. Claims 1-3, 5-6, 8, 
15-16 and 20-25 have been cancelled. Claims 26-35 have been added as new claims. 
Claims 4, 7, 9-14, 17-19 and 26-35 are presented for examination. 



Claim Objections 

2. Claims 33 and 35 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claim 33 recited the limitation: "in the database". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in this claim. Appropriate correction is required. 

• In line 2 of claim 35: "in claim 3, ..." should be "in claim 33, ..." and in line 6 of 
claim 35: "a type of identified communication device, ..." should be "a type of the 
identified communication device, Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 4, 7, 9-13, 26-27, 29-30, 32-33 and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Shiga et al. (US 2004/0083282), hereinafter 
"Shiga", in view of Matsuzaki et al. (US 2004/0162870), hereinafter "Matsuzaki". 

5. As to claim 4, Shiga teaches a method for registering multiple communications 
devices, comprising: 

identifying a communication device for registration by a user for providing an 
identified communication device (identifying user terminals by terminal ID "a1", "a2", 
"b1", etc., as illustrated in Fig. 12A) (Shiga, Fig. 12Aand paragraph [0038]); 

storing the identified communication device, the IP address and the priority 
corresponding to the identified communication device in an entry in a database (Shiga, 
Fig. 12A and paragraph [0038]). 

However, Shiga does not explicitly teach setting a registration time of the 
identified communication device, selecting an expiration registration time based upon a 
type the identified communication device and storing the registration time and the 
expiration registration time in an entry in the database. 
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In an analogous art, Matsuzaki teaches a method and system for registering 
client devices, wherein the registration unit 109 conducts processing of client 
registration by acquiring a registration date-time from the timer unit 119. then registering 
a client ID in the registered device list in the same row as the acquired registration date- 
time (i.e., setting and storing a registration time of the identified communication device). 
Matsuzaki also teaches when registering each client device 200. the server 100 may 
generate expiry information showing a time period during which the registration of each 
client device 200 remains valid and store the expiry information in the field 
WITHDRAWAL DATE-TIME of the registered device list corresponding with each client 
device 200, as illustrated in Fig. 4 (i.e., selecting and storing an expiration registration 
time corresponding to the identified communication device) (Matsuzaki, Fig. 4 and 
paragraphs [0063-0064], [0067] and [0303]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing Art at the time of the invention to incorporate the feature of setting a 
registration time of the identified communication device, selecting an expiration 
registration time based upon a type the identified communication device and storing the 
registration time and the expiration registration time in an entry in the database, as 
disclosed by Matsuzaki, into the teaching of Shiga, since both references are directed 
to registering and managing client devices and would be considered to be analogous 
based on their related fields of endeavor. One would have been motivated to do so to 
allow the system to register both the CLIENT ID to identify the user device and the 
REGISTRATION-EXPIRATION TIME to keep track of the date and time at which the 
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client device is registered and expired to reduce the risk of unauthorized use/access of 
the system since the registration of a client device would be cancelled automatically at 
the expiry of the predetermined time period (Matsuzaki, paragraph [0306]). 

6. As to claim 7, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 4, 
wherein the step of setting a registration time of the identified communication device 
includes the step of selecting a registration time of the identified communication device 
by the communication system for database in response to the identified communication 
device (i.e., the registration unit 109 conducts processing of client registration by 
acquiring a registration date-time from the timer unit 119, then registering the acquired 
registration date-time in the field REGISTRATION DATE-TIME of the registered device 
list shown in Fig. 4) (Matsuzaki, Fig. 4 and paragraphs [0064] and [0067]). 

The same motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 4 also apply equally 
well to claim 7. 

7. As to claims 9-10, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 4, 
wherein selecting an expiration registration time corresponding to the identified 
communication device includes the step of selecting the expiration registration time 
based for a first type of identified communication device such as a computer to be a first 
value (for each registered client device 200, the server 100 may generate expiry 
information showing a time period during which the registration of each client device 
200 with the server 100 remains valid) (Matsuzaki, paragraph [0303]). 
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Examiner respectfully submits that it's obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing Art that the manner in which the length of the expiration registration time is 
determined maybe implementation-specific based on environmental or other factors 
such as the current load of the server, a newly-seen client device, re-registration of 
previously-registered client device, etc., hence, the expiration registration time could 
obviously be set at 1 hour for a computer as implemented by the administrator. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing Art to incorporate the feature of selecting the expiration registration time 
based for a first type of identified communication device to be a first value, into the 
teachings of Shiga and Matsuzaki to allow the system/administrator to dynamically 
determine the length of the expiration registration time for each registered device based 
on environmental or other factors such as the current load of the server, a newly-seen 
client device, re-registration of previously-registered client device, etc., to optimize the 
system operations. 

8. Claims 11-12 recite substantially the same limitations as claims 9-10; therefore, 
they are rejected under the same rationale. 

9. As to claim 13, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 11, 
further including selecting the priority of the identified communication device based 
upon one or more of the type of the identified communication device, a type of 
registration by the user of the identified communication device and the location of the 
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identified communication device (selecting the priority by determining the media usable 
at the particular terminal based on the occupied/unoccupied status and the media type 
of the records) (Shiga, paragraphs [0061-0062]). 

10. As to claim 26, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 4, 
further including steps of setting a priority for the identified communication device in the 
SIP based communication system (setting the priority for the terminals a1, a2, and b1 
as in Figs. 12A)\ and storing the identified communication device and the priority 
corresponding to the communication device in the database (storing terminals a1, a2, 
b1 and their corresponding priority as in Fig. 12A) (Shiga, Fig. 12A). 

11. As to claim 27, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 26, 
wherein the step of setting a priority for the identified communication device includes the 
step of selecting a priority of the identified communication device based upon the type 
of the identified communication device (selecting the priority by determining the media 
usable at the particular terminal based on the occupied/unoccupied status and the 
media type of the records) (Shiga, paragraphs [0038] and [0061-0062]). 

12. As to claim 29, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 4, 
further receiving and storing the IP address in an entry in the database corresponding to 
the identified communication device (storing the IP address "192.168.0.1:4567" 
corresponding to terminal "aV'as in Fig. 12A) (Shiga, Fig. 12A and paragraph [0038]). 
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13. As to claim 30, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 29, 
further including a step of determining by the communication system whether the 
identified communication is currently registered (the table management program 13 
checks whether the record of the policy for the receiving user terminal still exists in the 
policy management table 18) (Shiga, paragraph [0060]). 

14. Claim 32 contains substantially the same limitations as claims 4 and 26; 
therefore, it is rejected under the same rationale. 

15. As to claim 33, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches a method for registering 
multiple communication devices, comprising: 

identifying a communication device for registration by a user for providing an 
identified communication device (identifying user terminals by terminal ID "a1", "a2", 
"b1", etc., as illustrated in Fig. 12A) (Shiga, Fig. 12A and paragraph [0038]); 

selecting a priority of the identified communication device based upon one or 
more of the type of the identified communication device, the type or registration by the 
user of the identified communication device and the location of the identified 
communication device (selecting the priority by determining the media usable at the 
particular terminal based on the occupied/unoccupied status and the media type of the 
records) (Shiga, paragraphs [0038] and [0061-0062]); 

storing the identified communication device and the priority in an entry in a 
database (Shiga, Fig. 12A and paragraph [0038]). 
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16. As to claim 35, Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 33, 
further including the steps of: 

setting a registration time of the identified communication device for registering 
the identified communication device of the user (i.e., the registration unit 109 conducts 
processing of client registration by acquiring a registration date-time from the timer unit 
119, then registering the acquired registration date-time in the field REGISTRATION 
DATE-TIME of the registered device list shown in Fig. 4) (Matsuzaki, Fig. 4 and 
paragraphs [0064] and [0067]); and 

selecting an expiration registration time corresponding to the identified 
communication device and based upon a type of the identified communication device 
(for each registered client device 200, the server 100 may generate expiry information 
showing a time period during which the registration of each client device 200 with the 
server 100 remains valid) (Matsuzaki, paragraph [0303]), and wherein the storing step 
comprises the step of storing the identified communication device, the priority, the 
registration time and the expiration registration time in the entry in the database 
corresponding to the identified communication device (Shiga, Fig. 12A and Matsuzaki, 
Fig. 4). 

The same motivations regarding the obviousness of claim 4 also apply equally 
well to claim 35. 
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17. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shiga, in view of Matsuzaki, and further in view of Hind et al. (US 2004/0136358), 
hereinafter "Hind". 

18. As to claim 31 , Shiga in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 30, but 
does not explicitly teach if the identified communication device is currently registered, 
then changing the IP address for the currently registered communication device and 
storing the changed IP address in the entry of the identified communication device in 
the database. 

In an analogous art, Hind teaches a system and method for establishing 
communication with mobile devices via a wireless packet data network, wherein data 
packets arrive at the gateway 140 from mobile devices 100, if the packet is a normal 
data packet, the gateway 140 routes the data to the correct redirector 12 according to 
the destination address in the packet header. The idle timer is also set or reset for this 
mobile device to ensure that the IP address is kept current and valid. Additionally, the 
IP mapping database 525A is updated in case the IP address for this mobile changed 
and an expiry timer is set for the mobile to indicate when the IP address might go stale 
(i.e., changing the IP address and storing the current IP address with the expiry 
information in the entry of the identified communication device in the database) (Hind, 
paragraphs [0072-0074]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing Art at the time of the invention to incorporate the feature of changing the IP 
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address and storing the changed IP address in the entry of the identified communication 
device in the database, if the device is currently registered, as disclosed by Hind, into 
the teachings of Shiga-Matsuzaki, since all references are directed to registering and 
managing client devices and would be considered to be analogous based on their 
related fields of endeavor. One would have been motivated to do so to ensure the IP 
address associated with the mobile device is kept current and valid in order to redirect 
data from the network to the mobile device enabling the user to receive important data 
as long as the (network) host system is provided with sufficient (current) information 
about the destination where the information is to be forwarded. 

19. Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Pepper et al. (US 5,930,700), hereinafter "Pepper", in view of Matsuzaki. 

20. As to claim 17, Pepper teaches a system and method for automatically 
screening and directing incoming calls, comprising the steps of: 

receiving by a network a call to the registered user (the network 300 receives a 
call coming in for a subscriber from a communication device 302) (Pepper, col. 5, lines 
20-22 and col. 6, lines 12-17); 

accessing an entry of a database for the registered user (the system refers to the 
subscriber's schedule found in the DateBook database in order to determine at what 
address/number, i.e., at what device the subscriber is currently located) (Pepper, col. 6, 
lines 33-37); 
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coupled the expedited call to a communication device of the multiple 
communication devices (depending on the subscriber's schedule, the call maybe 
connected directly to the subscriber at the selected number, or to any other 
predetermined call delivery address, wherein it's obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art that a predetermined call delivery address could be determined by time, location, 
priority and/or by any other factors) (Pepper, col. 6, lines 39-42). 

However, Pepper does not explicitly teach selecting by the network a device 
having a highest priority and a most recent registration time in the entry of the database. 

In an analogous art, Matsuzaki teaches a method and system for registering 
client devices, wherein the registration unit 109 conducts processing of client 
registration by acquiring a registration date-time from the timer unit 119, then registering 
a client ID in the registered device list in the same row as the acquired registration date- 
time (i.e., setting and storing a registration time of the identified communication device). 
Matsuzaki also teaches the selection of the client devices maybe made by separating 
client devices in the order of registration dates-times and/or in the order of priority ranks 
(i.e., selecting a device having a highest priority and most recent registration time) 
(Matsuzaki, Fig. 4 and paragraphs [0063 - 0064], [0067], and [0403 - 0404]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing Art at the time of the invention to incorporate the feature of selecting by the 
network a device having a highest priority and a most recent registration time in the 
entry of the database, as disclosed by Matsuzaki, into the teaching of Pepper, since 
both references are directed to registering and managing client devices and would be 
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considered to be analogous based on their related fields of endeavor. One would have 
been motivated to do so to allow the system to control the delivery of information to a 
client device according to the subscriber's direction, i.e., according to the latest 
registration information such as the priority and the date-time of its recent registration. 

21. As to claim 18, Pepper in view of Matsuzaki teaches the method of claim 17, 
further including the steps of: for the registered user, determining from the database 
whether a registration expiration timer has expired; and if so, discarding by the network 
a corresponding entry in the database (Pepper teaches the daily appointment calendar 
908 allows the subscriber to indicate at what call delivery address the subscriber maybe 
reached during certain times of the day only, e.g., from 10AM - 1 1AM) (Pepper, col. 9 , 
lines 22-25) and (Matsuzaki teaches the client device is registered only for a time 
period shown by the expiry information, and the registration is automatically cancelled at 
the expiry of the time period) (Matsuzaki, paragraph [0305]). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

22. Claims 14, 19, 28 and 34 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
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23. As to claims 14, 28 and 34, the prior art of records fail to teach or suggest 
individually or in combination that a method for registering multiple communication 
devices as claimed in claims 13, 27 and 33, wherein further including the steps of 
selecting a first priority based upon a location of a mobile station or based on a manual 
registration: and selecting a second priority for an automatic registration or re- 
registration, wherein the first priority is higher than the second priority , as set forth in 
claims 14, 28 and 34. 

24. As to claim 1 9, the prior art of records fail to teach or suggest individually or in 
combination that a method for expediting a call as claimed in claim 17, wherein further 
including the steps of determining by the network whether there is more than one 
communication device of the registered user having the highest priority; if there is not 
more than one communication device having the highest priority, sending bv the 
network the call to the communication device having the highest priority: and if there is 
more than one communication device with the highest priority, selecting bv the network 
a communication device from the database having a most recent registration time and 
sending bv the network the call to the communication device having the highest priority 
and the most recent registration time , as set forth in claim 19. 



Application/Control Number: 10/804,918 



Art Unit: 2141 



Page 15 



Conclusion 

25. Applicant's arguments as well as request for reconsideration filed on 06/21/2006 
have been fully considered but they are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Singhal et al. (US 6,975,864) discloses seamless user mobility in a short-range 
wireless network environment. 

• Watanabe et al. (US 2004/0192307 A1) discloses a method of coordinating the 
handoff of a mobile carrier between a first and second access networks. 

• Luo et al. (US 2006/0041650 A1) discloses a method and system for cluster 
managing of network facilities. 

27. A shortened statutory period for reply to this action is set to expire THREE (3) 
months from the mailing date of this communication. See 37 CFR 1 .134. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Quang N. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3886. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
SPE, Rupal Dharia, can be reached at (571 ) 272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization is (571 ) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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